August 8, 1968 



Dear Gary, 

1 McjiTei your letter of July 31, and was really he rrified 
t® learn of what happened to you. You have mv aarnest Hat wlah— 
hi^iT. yOU ° an °° n t lmJ ® Jour Ilf© ani carser without further 

if EiS ,rage<r that * “>• «•«. 

Mrt4 . i n a ? 3tl ^ 1 preparing the materials that I promised vou 

peopJe y bJ? V8 r V** 1 ? t. sani them o?^r 

ft ? t ^® W ° f £arry s frienis keep bugging me to <refe 

all finished. As I have the spar® tiaa. I work on It * 
i also nave that half completed letter to you, which I will 
-_r_3h and mail with the material. After I ant* y very , . , . 

you have browsed through It, perils we # can fSfS SSJa^hi*" 1 

o? *"* 1 r 111 «“ *» "‘king scSrU" 

o. triangle flight arrangmenta so that I can at least 

Perhaps I can pass through Minneapolis Ht that tiw! * 

r thiiJ/IL tempted te aaswer In detail your letter of Jgfeji, thouah 

se5 vL L an8 ?^ wc T ' lg be b8ttfflr ln th ® context ef firTt h^ving 
sent you everything I will have prepared on Thomley. * 

Firs*^f' 3h fi & r lt . ffla y» let ®® some remarks ©n Epstein. 

SeJondlv a p 1 h l ° nly , Biat + l11 ? onc ®s iEJ 3 «n ftt*nei»co,wlth Hal Verb, 
one * ?i 7 Tt£ hav ® sjo!c«rJ to hi* a few times in the past 3 year*— 
once in Ithaca, before his book sas® out, bv tel«»bcm(i >««•!!» 

i2S £ *!’'?”• a »“" V 1*°-. and f^ally! *i:S' “^“.Ently 
8 mc« he may include a section in his bo©k on Thornier > .a ? 

vas asking for various information* I 1 ® sure you know * hi 
S »l‘h hl» and the. Mb. £Vm C , 

hi. .nr^rfe w1 ;? 1 r ^ 14 lik * **out 

n v v_ * hat I had ©xactly the saase first l®Br©©jslon 

ip Lr siS™* sav. 

no aJS nSiii Sf-JS J waa on ® of ^ an< an * er - ^erm i* 

aj ng place, in either my vocabulary or In mv own 

ld.as on Morality , for th. .legation of a ?W41?.S* S. 

i; *??»•' *«**i f truth". 3. L.““r ij tltl 

37 W 1 u°KUX° b . 1 “** 1 °*° k ' -*»“* »• 

i: £*”S»^S2'" 

of whether rt r ® T * r a^a« is in large measure a fuBfliii*® 

« n I»r ® Ct I ,. thlnk a Person ought to know better tie : wh*fc T 

What t . th3 j basis of what they are, versus wh&i they da 

t© which 9 hrLcfpted S c!jSd ? a W ^ii? ?S in 1 Sf?ect th h Wy la ££® 

ssss sr >rk 

in the sa* M ‘thi? you o? V i r arJ PS “Tt” ' 33 7 ° U ^ ’ 13 & crW 

foreign pollcv*"t® th, a., 1 ^ as nav « r fa ia concern t© relate 

innocSt and fr^ed h T ^ f ti na l: 0r! ’ n ? r to Worry that 0flw &ld was 
, , an ' I got the trmpr© salon he believed atronalv tho* 

?i«ainhot aa »t no ti le i ia y ai ?iot * f *« t “> “ii £;"«? 

u.wal. shot at th. fr.sid.nt froa that window. 
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safchsr within cays of 

a much mors accurate 



■ns of the investigation 
chart of the Commission , 



we quickly got into a he' tec out productive discussion 

which boiled down to differences ever whether the Commission 
really h* j d any irtegrltv 0 At that tire, lie said something ilk© 
this (this was in 1 '.«*>/ a gi ca half year before his book name out): 

"If the Commission lied, •• od that is all there is to* It, then 

otis a fascinating about the problem; If, however, 

:n actual lv tti«i to investigate and somehow came to 
totally 1SSX and prcvatly incorrect conclusions, then it- 
is a fascinating problem in political sfeftsr.ee to explain how this 
kar ' s.tos < 1 if, a above o ! »cte is purely a paraph: 

writing a letter to 3yivla M 
t ha conversa 1 5 cr.> wh i c h , 
version. bylvia wrote m 
considerable insight. I 
explanation of KAA.t&KeX 
can be explained ’ r term 
ana the way they functioned, 
them morally on the oasis 

tody, and then supports their c no lusions on the basis 
own a priori predispcolt! 

So does Spat sir. bell 

was a second shooter, he wo 1 a proDatly claim , on the basis 
of similar erroneous preaiapotiena , that it was probaoly just 
another kfeok who ones knew Oswald. , 

Cnee AXHXXSXXIASX. I realzie* that this was indeed Epstein s 
outlook, then I started tto realize the CHUrZrAh he had in daring 
to allege that the biggest plot of all took place: a plot, after 
the fact 6nd on the Commis sion, to falsify the entire autopsy^report . *• 

I don- have much fikth in, or respect for, the autopsy. But I certainly 
dcn r t think that the 7 members of the Commission or anyone on 
its staff falsified it. I t 1 Ink the record is pretty clear that that 
autopsy existed was being shown to Dalla_s deebtrs oefore the stauf 
‘of the Commission was chosen, and when the commission had barely 
been appointed. her this reason, I liked very much the way , 

Judge Arn&l* Fein, in his baturday dev lew article, took apart Sustain s 
book not that I ggree with jjuage Fsl.n ( I certainly don t / 
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because he dia a ’beautiful of taking apart Epstein's 

chicken -a hi t way of Insinua ting g£t not j u ite _ 3 AyJUag-tubs 3 ^-tJuflXg 
was such a riot . .tkhIkx2W I thi'k this is the source of the 
GommiVsioniS " at- 1 ornev *s feelings abr-u t him. *?ith lane, at least, 
they are in open S»«e » swinging fight, Epstein ' s beviou s style 
was Infuriating; on* t v © one band, he is 
for a go ® well dene "in the name or politic 
he says, alamst as a f. ‘n; t * , " " ;.i i 

are all wrong and t ne ir «u.:tof ay is a fraud. 
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Salandria, I think, la a max in. 



Ycu and I bcth4- agree , I am su re , that it -.h« been proved 
isToni any question that there was xcre than ct.e *; ■ c ter Involved 
in the assassination; I'm sure that JA y uu agr^e tr.n :< If the Care an o 
was used, the 3 assassin conclusion is inevitable. 

Whs 'a dt> we 50 frets the -el 



I , personally, ha P p en 
Involving Johnson sr ’ Rusk 




Tb.C* •' 0 1 Hi v‘ * 3 V ' f :i ; 'ij , & t* ‘ t. , 

Si* lia--ly , years ago , me sly on the tasi 
^Ca^^epcrt which was false, Salardria tl: ! 
t**0high level riot 1 vcl V eg . * “ * 

the cola war. Tw« e . jit'. »• t * »% ~ 

them. But they are vagus, Specifically, 
that they are to be distinguished frem^t 
White House, or any other high level of 
be possible to sake when here is a r. .*e.» 
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v; . .. a a r; 1 g h 1 ev el plot 
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a of the ex is lance of 
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they are vague in the sense 
he case against the Cl*, 
government that it will 
ktixrougb AHAS 
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There Is a difference, in# s rt, between uuasnwered questions 

. • a r ; d contradictions in the evidence, 

or gdd behavior cn the part of the government however suspicious 

that may be, and po.a it. ly e proof • 

Tha latter iti? has not jr,et been taken. 

1 find, ho weverTthat t' e extreme maximalist s com; etelv ignore 
this fact, and make the jump from "multiple shooter" evidence 
to allegations of high level plot. They do this on the basis, 
not of proof, feat of their own pet political theories of why there. 
is not evidence . These political theories may turnout to b« true, 

but they are no substitute for evidence. "hey a’’-' like icing 
on a seven layer cake, the top six layers of which are missing and 
lave net yet been found. 



Again, I think the:® is much to certain cf these 'political 
theories. But these are my feelings. They may be your feelings. 

They are never a substitute for evidence. .^hsn I see another person 
come along who does not buy these political theories of the opposition s 
behvaior, I can not blame him. For neither side has evidenced ku,|,W«*Ao. v 
And certainly we, the poepie who make tns allegations of high level ? 
plot, do not have evidence. For these reasons, whenever I talk 
in public'* I am very careful to consciously articulate these very 
thoughts I am writing here, and point out that while I believe & 
the explanation that will prove to be true historically is to b® 
found in a high level plot, I never try to intimidate the audience 
by implying that" if you be not following me, you’re soma kind of 
political square". This, by the way, Is what I find cheifly at fault 
#ith V nee 1 s ftjjsproach. Frequently, in conversation, he will say 
"Dave , you know who killed Kennedy as well as I so.' Yes, I think 
I know, and I think someday we will be aole to prove it. 

But that has not yet been accomplished , and evading the problem won t 
solve it . 
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With these thoughts in mini, perhaps you can understand why 
I 3S2 more tolerant of the "aoftllnera" than most of the other 
people out here are. 1 do not agi*ee with the soft liners, and 
argueffiS with them whan the opportunity presents itself, but I 
see no reason to take a morally snooty stance towards them. 

I hflVe in mind, as I write this, Ray Marcus' attitude towards 
Thompson. I don t have the time to go into this in a letter, 

at present, and Qs till have to pursue this in th.a. futarrev* 

But I don 0 t think Thompson is a CIA agent* completely disagree 
with this tendancy to erect Ajsolit leal Cfieorles, again, to explain , 
the actions of an individual c r>rt u 

The irony of the situation , today,., is that if Tink Thompson, 

Sd Epstein, Vince Salandria, Hard# Weisberg, and Ray Marcus 
were on the Jury when Kgrry Thornley is tried, and when Garrison 
brought out his key witness agiinst Kerry (Barbara Held, a practitioner 
of witchcraft in the French Quafcer), and she started spinning off 
her stories of how she remembers Kerry meeting with Oswald at soa a 
bar , four years ago last September, Ray Marcus and Harold 
Weisberg wcu/d sit there drooling, positively convinced they 
are listening to a historic eyewitness account of a plot. I 
would laugh off the woman as a misguided bithh. I think Vince 
would probably believe hsr<f tale, but I'm net sure. And Epstein 
and Thompson, like mysdlf, would vote to acquit. 



Where would the votes 



on the Jury come from 
From people like Ray 



that could send 
Marcus and 



Kerry to jsiison for years' 

Harold Weisberg, 

Isn l t it ironic that the very people whose political theory 
of the assassination (ie: high level plot) iES is moat probably 
going to prove to be correct, in the long view of history, _ 
a re the ones most ready to bellev® a witness like Barbara R©i«. ( 

And that to find, among the critics, a person who will view her 
in perspective, you have to go to the opposite end of the spectrum 
to people who almost don't believe in plots! The people who 
' 5 dcn ' f t believe in plot s n ~ and the people “Who "believe in plots" 
hava|| the exact sqm® fault in common s a priori notions of what 
took place. Or, to put it differently their political theories 
of wh^t took place hove become so ingrained in their minds, 
that anything they are shown that might be considered proof 
of it iaAJAadJfldAdAdfiJAH4J&aftilJAb«33t3Qa: is immediately and 

uncritically accented by the hardline®, and almost as inatantaneesly 
rejected by the aoftllnera , In both cases, there la a paucity of 
independent Judgement, based on the merits of the item of evidence 
being considered . alone . 

tne of the projects I have In mind la go write up a little 
essay on the three groups «£iS23SiSa» (pro-g, pot i -warren report; 
antl-g, anti-warren report; antl-g, pro wr ) to shew how this 
pie i 3 neatly split into three parts. 



Soma concluding remarks in this letter, which I am writing 
efif the top of my head in the library. When I first heard the 
emissary story, I immediately jumped to the conclusion that 
what Garrison had in mind was Jones Hrris; I am happy to have 
this view confirmed by yourself. But we have a major difference 
here: where in the world did you get the idea that Jones Harris 
has any right to be viewed as an ,l '©miss<xry" of RFX? I ion t 
believe that for a moment, although I am perfectly well^aware 
of Vinca's reraatdtJt , to this effect, for seme time. Are you simply 
ticking Vince's conjecture for this? Cr do you have information that 
qualifies as evidence? It does net suprlse gie a bit that Garrison 
has accepted Salandria's view of Harris as an emmissary, simply 
on the strength cf Vince's own personal theory, for I have seen 
Garrison raise the number of shooters in the plot depending on 
the latest critic he has spoken to, and bass other statements on 
the unsubstantiated allegations of a critic for hhom he has 
reppect . But I simply do net believe Vince's "theory" re Harris. 




{Fur£Li|ermore , It la net at all beyond the realm of poadEbllity 
for one who is on the cofcktall alrcuit, as is Harris, to do 
a little name dropping in front of Salandria or Garrison, in 

%s> dnar«aea' the political^ tfalus oof their owo of'ed^n-tWTa ,2 S 

nes Harris for three years now. And I have known* - Vince . 
by ppntJf . -ttut the ac4>Jrir)g impression I 

is that Vine# s theory ab - v r Ha '-"is . r>< tftli 

FrftAi.lv, I am far acre iir.rreaaei with 



ng 



nans 

r&ft Jt® 

I have known'* J 
All cf this is 
always been given 
mors th^n a ht^neh 

people ,T know — -one In the ejxst and one in the west: wfao have 

had extensive , Cfjnt&ot with Robert Kennedy * r The dCJJ^IXXSJfXKJL* aecond 
is a JeurttaYist whe f*~e uert’v h*., * w't.» Kennedy. T*‘ his 

knowledge , Kennedy believed ‘.he W a rrer. and would' 

nou even bear to talk about it. The other contact 3pent much 
time with him rn a recent Sallfornia trip. Identiaal reaction. 
Also, I suppose veu have heard of Ted Sorensen's blast at Garrison, 
which wa printed acme time ago In the State 1 s-Item . ) 



Personally, I do suspect that Bobby Kennedy h &2 disagreed 
with the Report, and suspected a plot. I also feel, and these 
are simply my theories, mrnd y< :j , that any s.ch &xs£A'dKX.m.iU 
thoughts were confined to the tightest possible family circle, 
if they existed. kX I find it ftnccnceivable that Hones Harris 
I 3 to anything of that kind, or that 4|faa|c typabf plot 

Bobby Kennedy would take seriously, is something slanned or 
discussed in D a vld Ferrie's apprtmenti 



But then,, from the way Garrison operates, were I seeing 
him from day to day, and if I told hire of my two "mini-contacts" , 

I hj sure that they would soon be elevated into "©mm&ssaries" etc. 

Thanks very much for your remarks on Lana. These are the kind 
things in your letter, Gary, which convince me that 
there is really some common ground here cn which we can have a 
dialogue . Like in yrur case, Lan® got me started cn this. Yet 
I soon started to lose respect for him when I round that he 
was not only lazy and a rather unsophisticated investigator, but 
that he seems *0 be primarily motivated by the viiue3 of a 
propagandist and a demagogue. I still have high regard x or 
his book, and the stance he took in the beginning. But I think it 
is clear tnat re offers no solution to the assassination mystery, 
at present, ana is sounding mere and mere like Mort Sahl with each 
appearance than like a researcher. I have been trying, to no avail, 
to get Mark to sit down wl th m® and have a chat about Thor-lsy. 

?° a11 tc no aval!. Perhaps scoeaay he will show me tnafc he 

Is still motivated, partially#. at least, for the concern that 
justice may miscarry and convict an innocent individual. But right 
new, pushing Citizens Dissent , autbgruphipg books, and surrounding 
himself with 541 sycophants whe consider his LA jahone number some 

of top secret information with which they have been entrusted, 
saems about the extent cf his activity T have still net lost 
hope , h c w e v e r 0 

rr’cm what pub.. i afters have you had offers to write books, and 
when did that occur? 1 am meat interested in that. 



I will write more , ana have a fuller discussion of Garrison 
and ihornlev,as I promises. 

Meanwhile, good luck, and I wish you the best. 





